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statement under vs. 18; p. 195, under vs. 33) that is merely an asser- 
tion, with no proof given or cited. But he lays under contribution to 
his work the best textual and historical literature of this day. With the 
exception of the omission of the translation, this is the most compact, 
brief commentary on the books of Kings. 

Ira M. Price. 
The University of Chicago. 

Esra, Nehemia und Esther. Ubersetzt und erklart. Von C. 
Siegfried. ( = " Handkommentar zum Alten Testament," I . 
Abtheilung: Die Bucher.) Gottingen: Vandenhoeck & 
Ruprecht, 1901. Pp. 175. M. 3.80. 

Professor Nowack was disabled by a severe illness when this 
volume went through the press, but the editorial work seems to have 
been well done by Baentsch. Unusual interest attaches to the books 
of Ezra and Nehemiah at present, because critical discussion has for 
some time been directed toward them, and some startling conclusions 
have been put forth. The questions which have been most to the front are 
two: What part of the so-called memoirs of Ezra and of Nehemiah are 
authentic? and, What is the value of these books as historical sources? 
There has been a tendency to reduce very largely the compass of the 
memoirs, and to question the historical value of the rest of the books. 
We therefore naturally turn to the brief introduction to see what con- 
clusion Siegfried has reached in regard to these points. 

Like everyone else, our author holds that the present book of Ezra- 
Nehemiah is the work of the chronicler. But he assigns to his pen 
very little except the working over of some of his sources. Siegfried 
holds that Ezra 7:27 — 8: 34; 9: 1-5 are "verbatim extracts from Ezra's 
memoirs." while 7: 1-10 ; 10: 1-44; Neh., chaps. 8-10, are extracts which 
have been worked over. Verbatim extracts from Nehemiah's memoirs 
are found in Neh. 1:1 — 4:17; 5:1 — 7:5; n:if.; 12:31, 32, 37-40; 
13:4-31, while Neh. 11:3-24 is an extract which has been edited. 
The Aramaic portions are said to be " partly authentic translations of 
the royal Persian decrees, partly portions taken from Aramaic docu- 
ments and colored by the chronicler." The different sources are 
marked in the translated text by different kinds of type, but without 
proper explanation. A much better plan is to indicate sources by 
symbols on the margin. The necessarily great variety of type makes 
unpleasant reading. It will be seen that this treatment is conservative, 
the writer being little influenced by the recent opinions. 
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In the treatment of the book of Esther, Siegfried mentions the 
effort of Lagarde and Zimmern to trace the story to a Persian or Baby- 
lonian origin. He finds even Zimmern's work incomplete, and turns 
to Jensen's identification of names, saying that " the combination of 
Esther with Ishtar, Mardukwith Mordecai maybe received as certain." 
He apparently follows Jensen in identifying Haman with Humman, 
the national deity of the Elamites. " Humman is the enemy of Marduk 
as Haman of Mordecai." The story of Haman 's struggle with Mordecai 
has as its basis an old Babylonian history of the conquest of the Elam- 
ites by Babylon. The basis of the festival (Purim) is found in the Gil- 
gamesh epic. Gilgamesh is supported in his heroic deeds by his wife 
(Kallatu=Hadassah). This wife and Ishtar blend into a single person, 
Hadassah-Esther. Siegfried admits that many things are left doubtful 
by this explanation of the source of the book, but holds, nevertheless, 
that the foundations of the Babylonian myth are clearly discernible, 
especially as many changes would be sure to occur in the transfer of 
the story to the Jews. In regard to the date of the book, the author 
notes that the writer was far removed from the Persian age; for he has 
only legendary notions of Ahasuerus and his reign. There is no sign 
of the religious revival of the early post-exilic days. The book is marked 
by national fanaticism, hatred of the heathen. The situation seems to 
be that which came in after the removal of the persecution of Anti- 
ochus Epiphanes. Haman's murderous scheme is regarded as an 
exaggeration of the command of Antiochus, who ordered the execu- 
tion of those who disobeyed the royal edict. While Siegfried holds, 
with all other scholars, that Esther was written to show the supposed 
origin of the Purim festival, it will be seen that his treatment of this 
book is much more radical than that of Ezra and Nehemiah. But he 
has clearly presented a view of the book which no scholar can disre- 
gard. 

L. W. Batten. 

New York, N. Y. 



The Old Testament and the New Scholarship. By John P. 
Peters. New York: Macmillan, 190 i. Pp.xi + 328. Si. 50. 

This is one of the volumes of " The Churchman's Library," edited 
by J. H. Burn. The author endeavors to set before his readers: (1) 
" the fundamental problems involved in the acceptance of the Old 
Testament as Sacred Scripture;" (2) "the history of that thought- 



